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DETAILED ACTION 
Status of Application 

1 . This communication is in response to the application filed on November 26, 2003. This 
non-provisional application claims benefit to provisional application number 60/429,748 filed on 
November 27, 2002. The Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) statement filed by the 
appHcants on March 4, 2004 has been acknowledged by the examiner. Claims 1-26 are pending 
in this application and have been examined. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 20 objected to because of the following informalities: It is not clear what "system" 
(2"^ occurrence in line 1 of claim 20) refers to. Appropriate correction and/or clarification is 
required. 

For the purposes of examination, "system" will be interpreted as the processing device. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who 
has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention 
thereof by the applicant for patent. 

4. The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 1999 
(AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical Amendments Act of 2002 
do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly or indirectly from an 
intemational application filed before November 29, 2000. Therefore, the prior art date of the 
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reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AIPA 
35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

Claims 1-2, 6-12, and 14-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
US Patent Number 6,398,727 to Bui. 

Bui is directed towards a method and apparatus for providing patient care. 

As per claim 1, which is directed towards a method for in-home monitoring, Bui teaches 
the step of monitoring at least one behavioral parameter associated with a person (Col. 6, Ln. 6- 
30), comparing the behavioral profile to at least one pre-determined rule which is based upon a 
behavioral profile (Col. 6, Ln. 45-47), triggering an exception if the behavioral parameter does 
not match the behavioral profile (fall outside a predetermined range) (Col 6, Ln. 45-47) and 
initiating at least one action (sounding an alarm) responsive to the exception (Col. 6, Ln. 45-50). 

As per claim 2, in Bui the step of initiating at least one action step fiirther comprises 
forwarding the exception to a monitoring system (Col. 6, Ln. 45-47). 

As per claim 6, in Bui the behavioral parameter that is monitored is an acoustic (aural) 
signal (Col. 4, Ln. 33-34). 

As per claim 7, in Bui the data representing the behavioral parameter is wirelessly 
propagated fi-om a sensing device to a device interface (Col. 6, Ln. 45-55). 

As per claim 8, Bui comprises the step of monitoring one environmental parameter (Col. 
6, Ln. 45-47), comparing the environmental parameter to at least one pre-defined environment 
rule (out of range values) (Col. 6, Ln. 45-47) and triggering an exception (alarm signal) if the 
environment parameter correlates to an environment condition (out of range values) that has 
been pre-defined to trigger the exception (Col. 6, Ln. 45-50). 
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As per claim 9, in Bui the environmental parameter is an acoustic (aural) signal (Col. 4, 
Ln. 33-34). 

As per claim 10, Bui comprises the steps of monitoring at least one medical parameter 
(Col. 6, Ln. 14-30), comparing the medical parameter to at least one pre-determined medical rule 
(range) (Col. 6, Ln. 45-47), triggering an exception (alarm signal) if the medical parameter 
correlates to a medical condition (out of range valued) pre-defined to trigger the exception (Col. 
6, Ln. 45-50). 

As per claim 1 1, in Bui the medical parameter that is monitored is blood pressure (Col. 6, 
Ln. 20-25). 

As per claim 12, the system of Bui comprises a device (20) within the home of the person 
wherein the processing device provides the monitored behavioral parameters to at least one 
monitoring station located outside the home (Figure 1 and Col. 6, Ln. 6-13 and Ln. 47-67). 

As per claim 14, in Bui the step of initiating the action comprises generating a client- 
phone localized emergency call (Col. 6, Ln. 53-55 and Col. 12, Ln. 19-26). 

As per claim 15, which is directed towards a system for in-home monitoring, Bui teaches 
a sensor for monitoring at least one behavioral parameter associated with a person and generating 
correlating data (Col. 6, Ln. 14-30 and 45-47), a processing device (20) (Col. 15, Ln. 1-8), and at 
least one software application executing data on the processing device, the software application 
comparing data to the pre-determined rule (range) wliich is based upon a behavioral profile 
(articulated by monitored values) and triggering an exception (alarm signal) if the data correlated 
to a condition (out of range values) pre-defined to trigger the exception (Col. 6, Ln. 45-50). 



Application/Control Number: 10/723,444 Page 5 

Art Unit: 3626 

As per claim 16, in Bui the system includes a device interface for receiving data and 
forwarding the data to a processing device (Col 6, Ln. 6-13 and 26-30). 

As per claim 17, in the system of Bui the sensor wirelessly propagates data to the device 
interface (Col. 6, Ln. 50-52). 

As per claim 18, the system of Bui comprises a conununication link for conmiunicating 
with a monitoring station (Figures 20A-20C and Col. 6, Ln. 31-41). 

As per claim 19, in the system of Bui the processing device forwards the exception (out 
or range value) to the monitoring station via the communication link (Col. 6, Ln. 45-55). 

As per claim 20, in the system of Bui the processing device receives remote conunands 
(e.g. to activate an emergency system) from the monitoring station (Col. 12, Ln. 21-26). 

As per claim 21, in Bui the remote commands (e.g. the conmiunications unit transmits an 
"Alert" (Command) to that a temperature (from the sensor) is out of limit) control a sensor and a 
medical device (Col. 8, Ln. 32-39). 

As per claim 22, the system of Bui initializes a chent-phone emergency call by sending a 
command over the communication link (Col. 12, Ln. 17-26). 

As per claim 23, in the system of Bui the sensor is a an infrared motion detector (Col. 18, 
Ln. 22-36). 

As per claims 24-25, in the system of Bui the sensor monitors a physical attribute (e.g. 
breathing pattern) of a person (Col. 18, Ln. 22-36). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 3-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bui, as 
applied to Claim 1 above, and in fiirther view of US Patent Application Publication 
2002/0029203 to Pelland. 

Bui fails to teach or suggest that the behavioral profile is empirically determined through 
artificial intelligence using an inference engine; however this feature is known in the art as 
evidenced by Pelland. Pelland, which is directed towards an electronic personal assistant with 
personality adaptation, teaches an artificial intelligence unit coupled to a personal assistant which 
analyzes behavior information using an inference engine (Section [0050]). At the time invention 
was made, one of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to modify the personal 
monitor (20) of Bui by adding the artificial intelligence unit and inference engine as taught by 
Pelland in order to have obtained an enhanced means of determining personality or behavioral 
information regarding a patient (Pelland, Section [0050]). 

7. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bui, as applied to 
claim 1 above, and in fiirther view of US Patent Application Publication 2002/0080034 to 
Yahalom. 

Bui fails to teach or suggest the step of generating a medication reminder for the patient; 
however, this feature is known in the art as evidenced by Yahalom. Yahalom, which is directed 
towards a medication reminder device, teaches the step of generating a medication reminder 
(Sections [0023] and [0028]-[0030]). At the time the invention was made, one of ordinary skill 
in the art would have been motivated to add the medication reminder feature to the patient 
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monitor (20) of Bui in order to provide a means of reminding a patient to take their medicines so 
that the patient will not forgot to take their medicine and more serious ilhiesses will not arise 
later on (Section [0002]-[0003]). 

8. Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bui, as applied to 
claim 15 above, and in further view of US Patent Application Publication 2002/0192625 to 
Mizokawa. 

Bui fails to teach or suggest a roving robot which monitors at least one of the behavioral, 
environmental and a physical attribute of a person; however, this feature is known in the art as 
evidenced by Mizokawa. Mizokawa, which is directed towards a monitoring device and system, 
teaches a robot which monitors a wide range of data and transmits the data to a terminal (Section 
[0064]). At the time the invention was made, one of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to add this monitoring robot proximate the patient monitor (20) in the system of Bui in 
order to have obtained a monitoring means which is capable of adapting to various extemal and 
environmental factors as recited in Mizokawa (Section [0005]). 

Conclusion 

9, Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier commxmications from the 
examiner should be directed to Vivek Koppikar whose telephone nxmiber is (703) 305-5356. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8 AM to 5 PM, Eastern Time. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfal, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Thomas, can be reached at (703) 305-9588. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 872-9306. 
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1 0. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published appUcations 
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applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
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system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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